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COMPTROLLER GENERAL OF THE UNITED STATES

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20548 ’ 963

AUG 30 1972

q,-. Jwses Lo Pumphrey
E ehorized Certifying Officer

“offtce of Aduinistrative Planning and Services
‘t, S. Ganeral Accounting Office

- Year Mr. Humphrey:

. Reference 1s amade to your letter of Jume 1, 1972, requesting to be
ndvised vith regard to the travel voucher of Mr. Robert M. Pattersor for
leat,e from Austin to Denton, Lexu. and with regavd aiso to Hr. Jon E.
bolz' voucher for aileage and per diem in commection with travel betweea
l' cin, Deuton, and Dallas, Tsxas. The travel expenses fnvolved arigse in
wnnection vith Hr. Pstterson's injury while on temporary duty assizmrent in
stin, Texas. Mr. Pstterson and Mr. Kucholr are empleyees of the General
Accounting Offfce and their permsnent duty station is Dallas, Texas.

¥ - You indicate that or April 15, 1972, while on temporary duty in Austin,
AMF ¥r. Patterson iell and broke his ‘zip. He vas placed in a body cest vhich
¥ vade 1t fupossible for hin to ride in & sitting position and he was there-

8 foro drivaerd bezck to his residence in Denton in the station wagon of
L M. Rucholz, vho was also on tamporary duty gselgzusent in Augtin,
38 ¥r. Rucholz' itfnerary vas changed to authorize hin to drive Mr. Patterson
% to Denton on April 18, He left Austin at 4 p.m., April 18, and returned at
k5 pom., April 19. It appears frow the voucher submitted thst Mr. Kucholz

f Speut the nisht of the 1Sth at his permanent duty station, Dallas. In coo~
nection with that travel Mzr. Kuchols claimed and was paid per diem and
s uluge for travel to and fyom Austin. In viev of the fact that Mr. Kucholz
_§ perforned no official business from 4 pe., April 18 until 6 p.m,., April 19,
i m question the propriety of that payment, -

¢

4 ;- ~ While Hr. Patterson was beinz driven to Demton by Mr. Xucholz,

8. Pattorason drove their car back to Denton. We assume that Mr. Patterson
3 baan authorized the use of his privately owned vehdcle in comnection
‘-}-’;j *ith his temporary duty assignment {n Austin. Mr. Patterson bas claimed

e :;;mburamnt for nilesge in comnection with the travel performed by his
ﬁ 450,

.

Fith regard to the transportaticn of an enployee who becomes 11l or is
1'lim:c:d wvhile on te:apot:fy duty, section 2.4YGF Office of Hanagenent and
'Msm Circular No. A-7%provides a8 fonowa
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*2.4 Return to official station due to illmess or injury -
Transportation expenses to employee's designasted post of duty
may be authorized or approved whenever the enployes becomes
ineapacitated due to iliness or injury, not due to his oun
6}:_“ nisconduct, vhile en.route to or while at temporary du*y sta~ .
to c.onpleticn of temporary duty assigment..

. Under the abave—-quoted regulation. Mr. Patterson was properly authorized
~,mnm transportation to his permaneat duty station. Since that transports-
tion vas provided by Mr. Kucholz, raimbursenent may be made to Mr, Kucholz

for actual expenses for travel from Austin to Dentem, Including gasoline, oil,
tolls, etc., to thf extent that they do not exceed the cost by comzon carrier, -
528 Comp., Cen. 332)(1548), 3-4152030 August 5, 1963,

Mr. Patterson' 8 return transportation having been provided for by payment
Mr. Zucholz of the cost thereof, there is nc basis for the additional pay-
Faent of mileage in commection with the return qf Mr. Patterson's car to
3"p¢rment duty station, 44 Comp. Gen. 783 (1965); B-160074Y 0October 3,
1966,

Although no medical cart:.ficatioa* has ‘beer provided for the record, we
f presume fron the Jascription of Kr. Patterson’s urles that he was unable to
e travel vithout assistance. We held in B-169917,"July 13, 1970, that under the
)abwe-quoted regulation reinbursement of the traneportatim expenses of a
uedically required attendant is allowabls. If Mr. Xuchole' assistance was so
required, in addition to any driving funetions which he performed, there would
b8 no objection to reimbursement of the mctual expenses incurred in connection
vith hia travel fron 9enton to Dallas and his return from Dallaa to Aastin,

There is hovever no anﬁmrity f payment of per dien or subsistence
&xpensas to an attendaat. B-1742421 Hovember 30, 1971. KRor may Mr. Eucholz
be regarded as having driven his zutomobile while in the performance of offi-
¢lal business 23.to entitle hin to subsizfence or per diem in comnection with
the travel involved., 26 Coup. Gea. 110¥1946), 28 4d.. 332%2948).

s The vouchers ate retuzued harewith for handling 1n acc.ordanca with the
ove.

Sinderely yours,

- REKEIR
Compcrollar Genergl .. ' .0
AcuBy’ Jof t‘hs United Statee *:\ Z
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